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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made 
in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1- 5,14-16,18,21,24-25, 26-28, 30,33,36-37, are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Sandahl. 

Claim 1-2 

• Sandahl teaches of a plurality of components (Col 5, lines 1 5-20); a 

management server registering each individual components (Col 4 , lines 
32-42). It should be noted that although Sandahl did not explicity state 
that components were registered, this is implicitly taught. The act of 
storing configuration files for each component, implies that the component 
is registered in the file server; performing dynamic probing... (Col 6, lines 

9-15); validating (Col 6, lines 23-30); ...discovering a change (Col 6, 

lines 10-17). 
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Claim 3 

• Shandahl teach of a service acquiescing to the discovered change (Col 8, 
lines 52-55). 



Claim 4 



Sandahl teaches of a log storing the probed (Col 6, lines 24-28). 



Claim 5 

• Sandahl implicitly teaches of performing an impact analysis (Col 10, lines 
35-40). The fact that Sandahl's system can determine if change does not 
adversely configure network system, implies that an impact analysis is 
performed. 

Claim 14-16. 26-28 

• Sandahl teaches of a plurality of individual components ..(Col 4, lines 20- 
31); ..definitions of global parameters... and validated configuration... (Col 
10, lines 5-20);... accessing component-specific... and component-specific 
dynamically probing... (Col 6, lines 8-12). 

Claim 18,21,24-25.30.33.36-37 

• Sandahl teaches of a change manger. . . (Col 8, lines 45-55);acquiescing to 
at least.... (Col 10, lines 19-21); a management configuration 
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updating (Col 6, lines 35-45);components comprise at least one of 

a web server (Fig 1 ). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections~set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claim 7-8,10-11,13,23,35,38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Shandahl. 

Claim 7 

• Shandahl teaches of a plurality of components (Col 5, lines 15-20); 

performing dynamic probing... (Col 6, lines 9-15); validating (Col 6, lines 

23-30); Shandahl teaches of does not explicitly teach of also validating 
type definitions. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of invention to extend Shandahl's invention to also include 
validating type definitions because if the type definitions are not 
consistent, the managing of configuration files would become inefficient 
and unreliable. It is for this reason that one of ordinary skill in the art at 
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the time of invention would have been motivated to make the above- 
mentioned modifications. 

Claim 8 

• Shandahl teaches of discovering a change (Col 6, lines 10-17). 

Claim 10 

• Shandahl teaches of a log storing the probed (Col 6, lines 24-28). 

Claim 11 

• Sandahl implicitly teaches of performing an impact analysis (Col 10, lines 
35-40). The fact that Sandahl's system can determine if change does not 
adversely configure network system, implies that an impact analysis is 
performed. 

Claim 13 and 38 

• Sandahl teaches of computer-readable medium. ..(Fig 1). 

Claim 23. 35 

• Sandahl teaches of registering new individual components... (Col 4 , lines 
32-42). It should be noted that although Sandahl did not explicity state 
that components were registered, this is implicitly taught. The act of 



Application/Control Number: 09/998,095 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2142 

storing configuration files for each component, implies that the component 
is registered in the file server. 

5. Claims 6, 9,12,17,22,29,34,39,40-44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Sandahl as applied to claim 1 above, and 
further in view of Wolf. 

Claim 6 and 12 

• Shandahl does not explicitly teach of relationship dependency between 
...Wolf teaches on this aspect (Paragraph [0094]). It is an objective of 
Shandahl to provide a system that manages the configuration of multiple 
computers (Col 1 , lines 1 , lines 10-45). It is an objective of Wolf to prevent 
inconsistent device configurartions. Adding the above mentioned feature 
to Shandahl's invention would provide a more efficient system for 
managing the configuration of multiple computers. It is for this reason that 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention would have been 
motivated to make the above-mentioned modifications. 



Claim 9 

• Shandahl does not explicitly teach of auditing... Wolf teaches on this 
aspect (Paragraph [0031]). One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
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invention would have been motivated for the same reasons discussed 
about in claim 6. 

Claim 22,34 

• Shandahl does not explicitly teach of a browser service. . . .Wolf teaches on 
this aspect.. (Col Fig 8). One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention would have been motivated for the same reasons discussed 
about in claim 6. 

Claim 17.29 

• Shandahl teaches on an impact analyzer (Col 10, lines 35-40); He does 

not explicitly teach of a component parameter relationship Wolf 

teaches on this aspect (Paragraph [0084]). One of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of invention would have been motivated for the same 
reasons discussed about in claim 6. 



Claim 39 and 42 

• relationship dependency. . . .Wolf teaches on this aspect(Paragraph [0116- 
01 17]). One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention would have 
been motivated for the same reasons discussed about in claim 6. 
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Claim 41 and 44 

• Shandahl does not explicitly teach of the information includes at least on 
document type definition... Wolf teaches on this aspect (Paragraph 
[0108]). Shandahl does not explicitly teach of relationship 
dependency. . . .Wolf teaches on this aspect(Paragraph [0116-011 7]). 

Claim 40 and 43 

• Shandahl does not explicitly teach of relationship dependency. . . .Wolf 
teaches on this aspect(Paragraph [01 16-01 17]). Wolf does not explicitly 
teach of validating the configuration based on the relationship 
dependency. He does teach of validating configuration (Paragraph 
[0029]). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention to modify Wolfs invention to use the relationship 
dependency to validate configuration because it would result in a more 
efficient and reliable system which is an objective of Wolfs invention 
(Paragraph [0013]). Shandahl does not explicitly teach of relationship 
dependency.... Wolf teaches on this aspect(Paragraph [0116-0117]). 



6. 



Claims 19-20 and 31-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sandahl as applied to claiml above, and further in view 
of Sundaresan. 
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Claim 19-20.31-32 

• Sandahl is silent in regards to a set of doclets... and written in a 

extensible Markup Language... Sundaresan teaches on these aspects 

(Col 3, lines 15-40). Adding the above mentioned feature to Sandahl's 
invention would provide a more efficient management of configuration 
documents because it allow the creation of automatic documentation of 
code source. It is for this reason that one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention would be motivated to make the above-mentioned 
modifications. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Cheryl M. Reid whose telephone 
number is 571 272 3903. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon- 
Fri (7-3:30). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jack Harvey can be reached on (571 )272-3896. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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